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DETAILED ACTION 
Remarks 

1 . The Request for Reconsideration filed on June 17, 2004 has been received and entered. 
Claims 1-37 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1, 3-5, 7-24, 26, and 28-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Musgrove et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,535,880 Bl). 

As to claim 1, Musgrove et al. discloses a computer-aided method for tracking and 
storing network-based transactional data, the method comprising: 

(a) identifying each user by a user identifier (See column 6, lines 30-44); 

(b) storing the user identifiers in a first database (See column 6, lines 30-67); 

(c) associating a transaction identifier with a transaction between at least two users 
having user identifiers (See column 11, lines 1-34); 

(d) storing the transaction identifier, the user identifiers of the at least two users involved 
in the transaction, and transactional data in a second database (See column 6, lines 1-44); 
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(e) providing at least some of the transactional data to the at least two users of the 
transaction; and 

(f) updating the transactional data. 

As to claims 3, and 26, Musgrove et al. discloses wherein the user includes a primary 
user having one or more sub-users (See column 6, lines 30-67). 

As to claim 4, Musgrove et al discloses wherein storing the user identifiers in the first 
database further comprises storing one or more user identity information in the first database 
(See column 6, lines 30-67). 

As to claim 5, Musgrove et al. discloses wherein the user identifiers and the one or more 
identity information are stored in the same database record (See column 6, lines 30-67). 

As to claim 7, Musgrove et al. discloses comprising providing the transaction identifier to 
the users involved in the transaction (See column 6, lines 30-44). 

As to claim 8, Musgrove et al. discloses comprising associating at least one surrogate 
identifier with the transaction identifier and providing the at least one surrogate identifier to the 
at least two users involved in the transaction (See column 7, lines 21-67, wherein "one surrogate 
transaction identifier" reads on "second cookie"). 
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As to claim 9, Musgrove et al. discloses wherein the transaction between the at least two 
users is distinct (See column 5, lines 64-67, and see column 6, lines 1-44). 

As to claims 10, and 12, Musgrove et al. discloses wherein the transaction between the at 
least two users includes transactions having one or more stages (See column 7, lines 20). 

As to claim 11, Musgrove et al. discloses wherein the transaction between the at least two 
users is conducted in a network environment (See column 9, lines 1-41). 

As to claim 13, Musgrove et al. discloses wherein the transactional data includes 
information about the status of the transaction (See page 7, lines 1-41). 

As to claim 14, Musgrove et al. discloses wherein storing the transaction identifier, the 
user identifiers of the users involved in the transaction, and transactional data in the second 
database includes creating a transaction record in the second database and formatting the 
transaction record according to the characteristics of the transaction (See column 7, lines 1-41). 

As to claims 15, and 30, Musgrove et al. discloses wherein the characteristics of the 
transaction include anticipated stages of the transaction (See column 7, lines 1-6). 



As to claim 16, Musgrove et al. discloses wherein providing at least some of the 
transactional data to the at least two users involved in the transaction includes providing the 
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users access to the transactional data in a network environment (See column 7, lines 1-41). 

As to claim 17, Mus grove et al. discloses wherein providing the transactional data in the 
network environment includes enabling the users to access the transactional data at a Web site 
(See column 8, lines 16-29). 

As to claim 18, Mus grove et al. discloses wherein providing at least some of the 
transactional data to the at least two users involved in the transaction includes providing the 
transaction identifier to the users and enabling the users to access at least some of the 
transactional data using the transaction identifier (See column 6, lines 1-29). 

As to claim 19, Mus grove et al. discloses wherein enabling the users to access at least 
some of the transactional data using the transaction identifier includes enabling the users to 
access the transactional data in a network environment (See column 6, lines 1-44). 

As to claim 20, Musgrove et al. discloses wherein providing at least some of the 
transactional data to the at least two users involved in the transaction includes associating at least 
one surrogate identifier with the transaction identifier and providing the at least one surrogate 
identifier to the users, and enabling the users to access at least some of the transactional data 
using the at least one surrogate transaction identifier (See column 7, lines 21-67, and see column 
8, lines 1-29, wherein "one surrogate transaction identifier" reads on "second cookie"). 
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As to claim 21, Musgrove et al. discloses wherein enabling the at least two users involved 
in the transaction to access at least some of the transactional data using the at least one surrogate 
transaction identifier includes enabling the users to access the transactional data in a network 
environment (See column 7, lines 21-67, wherein "one surrogate transaction identifier" reads on 
"second cookie"). 

As to claim 22, Musgrove et al. discloses wherein updating the transactional data 
includes updating the transactional data during the course of the transaction (See column 7, lines 
1-41). 

As to claim 23, Musgrove et al. discloses wherein updating the transactional data 
includes storing additional transactional data and changing current transactional data, whereby 
previously written data is retained (See column 6, lines 45-67). 

As to claim 24, Musgrove et al. discloses a computer-aided transaction processing system 
for documenting transactions conducted in a network environment, the system comprising: 

a first database for storing a user identifier and identity information for at least two users 
(See column 6, lines 30-44); 

an information processing system for managing a transaction between the at least two 
users, wherein a transaction identifier is associated with the transaction (See column 6, lines 1- 
44); and 
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a second database for storing a database record, wherein the database record contains the 
transaction identifier, user identifiers of the at least two users involved in the transaction, and 
corresponding transactional data (See column 6, lines 1-44). 

As to claim 28, Musgrove et al. discloses wherein the transactional data includes data 
from one or more stages of the transaction (See column 7, lines 1-67). 

As to claim 29, Musgrove et al. discloses wherein the database record in the second 
database is formatted according to the characteristics of the transaction (See column 7, lines 21- 

51)- 

As to claim 31, Musgrove et al. discloses wherein the database record is updated during 
the course of the transaction (See column 7, lines 1-20). 

As to claim 32, Musgrove et al discloses wherein the database record is updated by 
storing additional transactional data, changing transactional data, and voiding transactional data 
(See column 6, lines 45-67). 

As to claim 33, Musgrove et al. discloses wherein the at least two users are provided 
access to at least some of the transactional data stored in the database record (See column 3, lines 
40-67, and see column 4, lines 1-6). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 2, 6, 25, 27, and 34-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Musgrove et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,535,880 Bl) in view of Hillegass et al. (U.S. Pub. No. 
2002/0007351 Al). 

As to claims 2, and 25, Musgrove et al. does not teach wherein each user identifier is 

unique. 

Hillegass et al teaches wherein each user identifier is unique (See Hillegass et al. page 6, 
paragraphs 0070). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Musgrove et al. to include wherein each user identifier is 
unique. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Musgrove et al. by the teaching of Hillegass et al. to include wherein 
each user identifier is unique because 



As to claims 6, and 27, Musgrove et al. does not teach wherein each transaction identifier 
is unique. 
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Hillegass et al. teaches wherein each transaction identifier is unique (See Hillegass et al. 
page 3, paragraphs 0035-0037). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Musgrove et al. to include wherein the transaction is 
identified by a unique transaction identifier. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Musgrove et al. by the teaching of Hillegass et al. to include wherein 
the transaction is identified by a unique transaction identifier because it provides for efficient 
means to track, store, and collect associated transaction information accurately. 

As to claims 34, and 36, Musgrove et al discloses a computer program product 
comprising computer readable program code for documenting transactions conducted in a 
network environment (See column 8, lines 1-15), comprising: 

computer readable program code means for storing a user identifier and identity 
information for at least two users (See column 6, lines 30-67); 

computer readable program code means for managing transactional data associated with a 
transaction between the at least two users (See column 7, lines 1-20); 

computer readable program code means for storing the transaction identifier, user 
identifiers of the at least two users involved in the transaction, and corresponding transactional 
data (See column 6, lines 30-67); and 



\ 
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computer readable program code means for enabling users involved in the transaction to 
access at least some of the transactional data (See column 7, lines 52-67, and see column 8, lines 
1-15). 

Musgrove et al. does not teach wherein the transaction is identified by a unique 
transaction identifier. 

Hillegass et al. teaches wherein the transaction is identified by a unique transaction 
identifier (See Hillegass et al. page 3, paragraphs 0035-0037). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified Musgrove et al. to include wherein the transaction is 
identified by a unique transaction identifier. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified Musgrove et al. by the teaching of Hillegass et al. to include wherein 
the transaction is identified by a unique transaction identifier because it provides for efficient 
means to track, store, and collect associated transaction information accurately. 

As to claims 35, and 37, Musgrove et al. as modified discloses wherein the computer 
readable program code means for managing transactional data associated with the transaction 
between the at least two users includes computer readable program code means for updating the 
transactional data (See abstract, also see column 8, lines 1-15). 
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Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed on June 17, 2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

In response to applicant's argument on pages 6, and 7-8 that " Mus grove does not provide 
any disclosure relating to the identification of each user by a "user identifier," or storing such 
"user identifiers" in first database" is acknowledged but is not deemed to be persuasive. 

The Examiner respectfully points to Musgrove column 5, lines 1-46, also see Musgrove 
column 6, lines 30-55, wherein the reference teaches the database is storing user ID and 
matching them up with merchants in a transaction (merchant are too users of the system and are 
able to register and store user ID). The Examiner also contends that each server or device on the 
Internet has a unique ID that is associated with it, as well as the fact that each product SKU is 
unique to a product and to a manufacturer/merchant of that product (See Musgrove column 7, 
lines 1-6). 

In response to applicant's argument on pages 6, and 7-8 that " Musgrove does not provide 
transactional data that has been stored in a second database to each of the users" or " Musgrove 
does not provide transactional to any of the merchant servers" is acknowledged but is not 
deemed to be persuasive. 

The Examiner respectfully points to Musgrove column 3, lines 12-19, prior art, as well as 
Musgrove column 7, lines 53-67, wherein real-time information processing during the 



Application/Control Number: 09/989,754 Page 12 

Art Unit: 2165 

transaction is being delivered between the shopper and the merchant. The second database is 
read on the shopper database. 

In response to applicant's argument on pages 7, and 9 that " Musgrove does not disclose a 
first database for storing a user identifier and identify information for at least two users" is 
acknowledged but is not deemed to be persuasive. 

A session ID binds two users together each user of the session is identified by a user 
identifier in the case of Musgrove reference the merchant and the shopper (See Musgrove 
column 5, lines 64-67, and see Musgrove column 6, lines 1-44). Musgrove even distinctly states 
that shopper database stores merchant account information (such as a user name and user id for 
the shopper at each particular merchant see column 6, lines 30-49. Each user or merchant is 
uniquely identified and are bound together via a shopping transaction. 



Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL, Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
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however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 



examiner should be directed to Neveen Abel-Jalil whose telephone number is 703-305-81 14. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM-5: 30PM EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Dov Popovici can be reached on 703-305-3830. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Neveen Abel-Jalil 
November 18, 2004 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
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